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Dominick Craraldi

Reporis Analyst

Reports Analyst Division
Federsl Election Commission
Wastington, DUC, 20463

Re:  BEIU Committec on Politicel Education
1D Mo, GO0GHHG3E
Amended 12 Day Pre-{Feneral Reporl {10/100-10/18/0007

Dear Mr, Claraldi:

This is in response to your letler regardiog the Serviee Employees
Internationsl Tnion's Commities on Folitical Education (“COPE"} Amended
2000 12-Dav Pre-General Report dated Janwary 31,2001, Your letter raises a
riumber of questions about wur report for that period.

The ficst matter raised by vour lettor concerns that totals listed on Lines
23, 2%(a) and 28{d) of Column P of the Detaled Summary Page. I is our
understanding that our Amended Pre-Gencral Report filed in January 2001
correeted this. The second matter invelves an incortect woial that was entered on
Linc 23 of the Detailed Summary Page. It s also our understanding that our
amended Pre-Gieneral Report [iled in Tanuary 2001 corrected this.

The third issue retates to reported contribulions of 53,000, 5130080 and
315,000 to the “Demoeratic Malional Committee™  The $5,000 contribution
was in fact to the Democratic Mational CommilieedNew York Account. a non-
faderal account. 1t should have not been reported on Schedule B, We wiil
amend our repur (o reflect that this was a contibution to & non-federal accomd.
Although our report showed twe 515,000 contributions to the INC in March of
(K0, our records appear to show that there was anly one. Thave checked with
the DIC, and they show receiving only one $135,000) contribution from us in
2000, Apparently, the report of bwo $135,000 contributions was & ¢lerical error.
We will amend wur repatt to show jusl the one 313,000 contribution to the [INC
i 2000,

The foueth matter raised by vour letter relatcs (o two contributions 01
%5000 cach made to Lagel for Congress on Ociober 1B, 2000, These two
conlributions were reported as a contribution Lo his primary and general
campaigns, But the cuntribution to the primary campaign was made after the date
of the primary. The primary contribution was intended to be for the retiremenl
of primary debt. This was imptopetly reperted as bemng for the primary.
Howcver, the cover Icticr accompanying the check clearly indicated that it was
for the retirement of primary debt. A copy of that letter is attached. We will
armend our report o reflect that one contribulion was for the retirement of
prmsary debt and one was for the general clection.

Vb next matter relates o three conributions to A Lot of Peonle




